ARISTOCRATIC ENGLAND
to rule. But now it was found that in practice aristocracy made
men more united than any other form of government. Under
it England became more and more one thing, and after six
generations of it is like a block of granite. This English
unity was consolidated by the driving out of Catholicism. The
remnant of what had been the old national religion went to
pieces after 1688. A Catholic gentleman practising his religion
in that year had the active sympathy of one-eighth of his fellow-
citizens, and in varying degrees the more or less vague sympathy
of very many more. But by the time his son was an old
man, a hundred years later, not one Englishman in a hundred
was a Catholic, nor had the whole country now anything but
contempt and dislike for Catholicism. England alone of the
great modern nations has enjoyed this complete moral unity,
which she owes to two things: aristocracy, and her successful
extirpation of the Catholic Faith.
There are two further marks of aristocratic government which
England conspicuously showed henceforward.
First, it is continuous. A governing class never dies; it is
well informed, especially in foreign affairs, because its members
travel, are in close touch one with another, and have all, in the
main, the same object in view.
Secondly, an aristocratic state is devoted to order as opposed
to justice. Justice and order are both necessary to human
society, but, according to whether you emphasize the one or
the other, you get different kinds of states. Laws are made
either that good men may live among bad or that rich men may
live among poor. The second type of laws are those of an
aristocratic state. The laws as made by members of the gentry
in their assemblies or interpreted from their judicial bench
are preferred to general morals.
At the same time an aristocracy produces the longest lasting
and most numerous of national institutions. Everything in
aristocratic England tended at last to become a national insti-
tution—even a newspaper or a game.
Again, in an aristocratic state individuals, however talented
—great admirals, generals, statesmen—are of less account. It
is their classy the social corporation to which they belong or
into which they are received, which moulds the state and its
fortunes. On this account the emphasis usually given to the
distinction between the Whig type and the Tory type in the
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